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Albert Gore Jr. 

Beyond the Freeze 

'I’he House IVee/e debate, mobili/iiig scores of con¬ 
gressmen on Iwth sides and delaying many other urgent 
actions, demonstrated that urev entinK nuclear w ar has 
become a premier ma instream concern. 

For decades, the public by and large left strategic 
issues to the executive branch. No one in government, 
least of all Congress, foresaw the stunning growth of the 
freeze idea, ptirticularly at a time when bread-and-butter 
issues were l)ecoming more intense. 

What took place was a kind of chain reaction. After 
the glow of dkente began to fade, Americans slowly real¬ 
ized that U.S.-Soviet relations were deteriorating. Soviet 
military power continuerl to develop and, in Afghanistan, 
the Soviets drove home to a new political generation the 
fresh lesson that they were prepared to use naked power. 

Most Americans still l)elleved our leaders would man¬ 
age disagreements with the Kremlin in a fashion to avoid 
any tlirtation with nuclear war. But the Reagan adminis¬ 
tration’s bellicose anti-Soviet rhetoric, combined with its 
careless and often uninformed references to nuclear war, 
gave rise to a fear that the distance between political con¬ 
flict and nuclear catastrophe was narrowing. 

There remained an abiding faith that g(xxl old American 
technolo^ would come up with the design for invulnerable j \K. 
n uclear forc^ and with the means to u se them intimi- J 
date the Sowets at minimal risk to ourselves. ’ Fhat idea also 
died a hard death, as successive schemes for basing the MX 
were unveiled and dismissed, and as MX pro|X)nents made 
clear it s imt)ortance to them as the centerpiece i n nitfht - 
m^ scenarios tor "nuclelir waf fighting. " — 

'rhe freeze concept wi\s l)orn in me inmds of jyialvsts con- 
veisant wth nuclear strateifv a nd exas|)erated by the failure 
ol‘ traditional approiiches to iU-ms control. It wiis an idea sim- 



By Zarko KorabaUc 


“7%e House has realized that 
the freeze was not an end in 


make either superpower fear the other has the means 
and, therefore, may l)e harl)oring the ambition, to carry 
out a nuclear coup: a first strike that would leave the vic¬ 
tim with the choice of submission or suicide. 

'I'he president, |)erha[)s to his own surprise, now finds 
^ /-'^'-^himself ap proaching jhe same idea. all)eLt from-his ow n 

itself but a proposal for a new 

freeze, it was imperative for him to make his conduct in 
“ • arms control and arms planning more i)ersuasive. That 

led him to expand the charter of the Scowcroft Comm is- 
ple, aiKlacious and available at a time when the American sion t o encoinpass arins contro l, and to embrace its 
people realized that humanity wiis in profoimd danger. -^recommendatioiis, even tliough they are in many ways 

Whether or not its intellectual premises have been vin-(^)cont riu ^^Jijsj)riginal goids. 
dicated, freeze forces have challenged the foundations of ^ rnelteveTaTong with many of my colleagues, that the 
orthodoxy and shown that t he freeze compares favorably ^ long-term recommendations of the report are correct. 


ing to pay only under duress, in order to get the MX. y ^ • 
The president asserts that^ie intends e venTt^v to 
blend these idea s into a n ew approach to START,( 53 )he 
states that his ^istintf^Drotx)8 als in Geneva are com- 

. __ _ ___ pletely consistent with the Scowcroft recommendations, 

realize we must eliminate^e cmulitimis tflsd would tl icy are n(^ 

Unce again, the initiative and the burden fall to the 


itself but a proposid % a ne Md ^itming . Moreover, there 
now appears to l)e a conse n^tStnalTii in is new beginning 
we must try n ot only to reduce the numl)er of nuclear 
wea|X)ns in the worldl)ut also to ensure that nuclear rela¬ 
tionships are kept stable . All sides of the debateSeem to 


fe the By^ntine scenarios that led to '*den.sc pack” and 

*^ racetrack” before it. ’ I’hev have forced the experts to re¬ 

visit tne essence of the issue: not how l)est to design 
imaginary geo|X)litical scenarios but how best to save 
civilization from the horror of nuclear destruction. 

Sophisticated critics of the freeze resolution seized 
upon qualifications made in the debate as evidence that/^| 
the idea and the movement behind it suffered an intel¬ 
lectual and moral defeat. But that the freeze remained 
u nacceptable to the president in a sense confirms its 

tory. The final vote in the House was therefore t he clos -y 

eaLjve can come to a vote of no confidenc e. 

Were this to be the only outcome, we would now be 
facing a bleak prospect: yet another president at bay, and f 
unable to lead; a country polarized and unable to support ** 
coherent policy; the Soviets at lil)erty to develop their 
strengths and play on our weaknesses. 

Fortunately, however, something else has occurred. 
The House has realized that the freeze was not an end in 


Arms control and nuclear weapons decisions need to be 
integrated into a common strategy focused on the pursuit 
of stability. Stability requires that neither the United 
States nor the Soviet Union possess the means to con¬ 
duct even a theoretically advantageous first strike. Inso¬ 
far as the development of increasingly more numerous 
mid accurate MIRVed warheads leads toward first-strike 
^pabilities, we niusj^vep^^j^^nd. We can do so by 
moving toward iSTtlTrSitenmgnu^^ forces with fewer 
warheads on each side compared to the number of mis¬ 
sile silos on the other side, ideally in a transition orches¬ 
trated through arms control. / .V 

'Phe president still wants the MX,"although he asserts 
that its deploymelit is now neeaea as part of a stfale^ 
for achieving the longer-term objectives of the commis¬ 
sion report. How this can be so, he has not demonstrat - V - 
ed. He correctly sees the idea ol a small, single-warhead ^ 


ftli 

V- 


Congress and especially to the House. There, a vote i n 
favor of the president’s proposals is far more dif ficult, 
given all that has happened, than in the Senate. But the 
Congress, too, has changed. Because of the freeze, there is 
now some of the same sense of nuance and detail in nu¬ 
clear matters that formerly was reserved for tax laws and 
highway construction bills. 

Ronald Reagan now has what no other president has 
had: a Congress that is able to engage in a dialogue on the 
problems of the nuclear age and that is motivate to sup¬ 
port a line of march th atjnakessense. 

I..ast Monday, twoleUers^^^^onelrom a group of sena¬ 
tors, the other from a group of representatives—went to 
the president. Consistent on basic points, they say that 
agreement is possible with the president on the basis of 
the Scowcroft Commission report, but that Congress 
must have at the beginning and at critical points along 
the way 1) his assurances of support for the report and 
2) evidence that he is moving vigorously on arms control 
and on serious technical questions hanging over MX and 
the single-warhead ICBM. 

The self-education of the House was the result of a 
political imperative. It makes possible, together with the 
Scowcroft report and the president’s endorsement of it, 
the beginning of a second round of informed and con¬ 
structive debate. This debate must^iim-QiLa.^8ply de¬ 
fined objective: stability through^tms con^ol5 It pro¬ 
vides the basis for a durable bipartisan c^^nsus. That, 
too, should be counted as a victory for tl 




„ The writer, a Democratic rejrresentative from 

TCBM as a way to move toward nuclear stability, but Tennessee, is a member of M House Intelligence 
the Pentagon suggests that this idea is a price it is will- Committee ^ 
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